This article, in its content, refers to the study of the theoretical-model properties of the Jonsson theories. A new approach to this study is proposed. As a new notion, the idea of a central-orbital type is used. When studying Jonsson theories are taken into account the following facts:Syntactic, concerning the Jonsson theories and the Jonsson subsets of the semantic model of the Jonsson theory under consideration.In addition, a special role in the syntactic sense is played by the enrichment of the signature associated with the given Jonsson sets. The semantic aspect of the issues under consideration is primarily concerned with the notion of convexity, strong convexity, and existential primeness.Although these definitions are related to theory, in fact we are dealing with different types of models that are existentially closed. This work is associated with the concepts of convexity theory in the class existentially-prime Jonsson theories. We denote such theories as Existentially Prime Strongy Convex Jonsson (EPSCJ). Also we have concentrating our attention to not arbitrary subsets but use have deal with Jonsson subsets of some semantic model for fixing Jonsson theory [1][2][3].
This work is associated with the concepts of convexity theory in the class existentially-prime Jonsson theories. We denote such theories as Existentially Prime Strongy Convex Jonsson (EPSCJ). Also we have concentrating our attention to not arbitrary subsets but use have deal with Jonsson subsets of some semantic model for fixing Jonsson theory [1] [2] [3] .
Let L be a countable first-order language. Definition 1. The inductive theory T called existential-prime, if 1. It has an algebraic prime model and the class of all algebraically prime models denoted by AP . 2. The class E T existentially closed models of theory T has non-empty intersection with an AP class, i.e., T AP ∩ E T = ∅.
Definition 2. The theory T is called convex if for any model U and any family {B i |i ∈ I} of its substructures, which are models of the theory T , the intersection i∈I B i is a model theory T . It is assumed that this intersection is not empty. If this intersection is never empty, then the theory is called the strongly convex.
The following notions belong to A. Robinson [4] . Definition 3. The set X is said to be Jonsson in theory T if it satisfies the following properties: 1) X is a Σ -definable subset of C; 2) dcl(X) is the universe of some existentially closed submodel C. It is well known [1] that if Jonsson Theories T is perfect, then the class of its existentially closed models E T is elementary and coincides with the M odT * , where T * its center. Otherwise, i.e. if the theory T is not perfect, instead of M odT we are working with the class E T , i.e., it is assumed that all the allegations relate only existentially closed models. Also, we assume in the case of an imperfect, that besides the existential closure of all these models is algebraically prime.
We say that all ∀∃ -corollary of the arbitrary theory form a Jonsson fragment of this theory, if the deductive closure of these ∀∃ -corollary is Jonsson Theories. Obtained in this case Jonsson theories will be called Jonsson fragment (further fragment). Accordingly, it is determined by the fragment of Jonsson set. In both cases, we can carry out research Jonsson fragments on the connection with an initial theory that the new formulation of the problem research is Jonsson's theory.
Let X Jonsson set in the theory T and M is existentially closed submodel of semantic model C, considered Jonsson theory T where dcl(X) = M . Then let T h ∀∃ (M ) = F r(X) , F r(X) is Jonsson fragment of Jonsson sets X.
1) the relationφ is a congruence, where aφb ϕ(a) = ϕ(b). a, b ∈ A; 2) the map ψ : A → A/ ∼ is an exact similarity, where ψ(a ) = {a ∈ A : ϕ(a) = a }, a ∈ A .
Let T is Jonsson theory and
where L is a semantic model of the theory Remark. The concept of exact similarity of theories does not depend on the choice of the semantic model.
We have the following results by analogy with the results of [5] .
It is easy to see that the relation "ε is similar" is an equivalence relation in the class of Jonsson theories.
, where E Ti is number of existentially closed models of theory T i ;
2) for all λ is true that
routine, so it is omitted. The Jonsson theories T 1 and T 2 are called τ is similar, if there exist countable existentially closed models
Using Proposition 2, we can prove the following Proposition 3. 1) If T 1 and T 2 are existentially complete perfect Jonsson theories ε is similar,
2) relation τ is similar is an equivalence relation. We give the necessary definitions related to Jonsson theories in the enriched signature. Let T is an arbitrary Jonsson theory in the language of the first order signature σ. Let C is a semantic model of theory T . Let A ⊆ C is a Jonsson set of theory T . Let σ Γ (A) = σ ∪ {c a |a ∈ A} ∪ Γ, Γ = {P } ∪ {c}.
Let T C A = T ∪T h ∀∃ (C, a) a∈A ∪{P (c a )|a ∈ A}∪{P (c)}∪{ P ⊆ } where { P ⊆ } is an infinite set of sentences expressing the fact that the interpretation of symbol P is existentially closed submodel in the language of the Accordingly, the main idea of this clause of the article is to redefine all concepts, introduced by T.G. Mustafin for orbital types in [5] , also in the language of central orbital types and then get the corresponding results in the language pure pair corresponding of Jonsson theory.
We give the Jonsson definition of some important model-theoretic concepts in the language pure pair (A, G), where A is some subsets of the semantic model and G is automorphism group of semantic model. Let (A, G) is an arbitrary pure pair X ⊆ A:
acl(X)
{a ∈ A : |G x (a)| < ω}. 5. The sequence E = e i : i < A finite sequences (tuples) the same length is called indistinguishable over X, if:
a) e i = e j for all i < j < a; b) for any sequence
6. If (I; <) is linearly ordered set of indices, then the sequence E = e i : i ∈ I is called indistinguishable over , if for all I 0 ⊆ I, such that ord I 0 = ω , E = e i : i ∈ I is indistinguishable over X sequence.
7. The set E = e i : i ∈ I sequences of the same length are said to be indistinguishable over X, if: a) e i = e j при i = j; b) for all F, D ⊆ E, such that |F | = |D| < ω and any bijection ψ :
, but for all c ∈ pG x∪c (a)∩G x∪b = c ∈ p(ϕ); b) strictly splitting over X, if there exists such an indistinguishable X infinite sequence E a i : i < ω in A, that a 0 , a 1 ∈ Y , and for all c ∈ p occurs G x∪c (a) ∩ G x∪c (b) = c ∈ p(ϕ); c) branching over X(p X), if there is such a Z ⊇ Y , that |Z\Y | < ω, and for all q ∈ O n (Z) from the fact that q ≤ p, follows that q is strictly splitting over X.
15. The sequence a i : i < a is called the Morley sequence over X, generated u from
All the concepts introduced in this way related to central-orbital types of the Jonsson theory naturally give Jonsson analogues of theorems for complete theories. First of all, we are interested in describing models of central types of Jonsson algebras with respect to stability topics. Let L is an arbitrary language. Let T are Jonsson's perfect theory, complete for existential sentences in the language L, and its semantic model is C. We say that the set X Σ is definable if it is definable by some existential formula.
The set X is called algebraically Jonsson in theory T , if it satisfies the following properties: -X is Σ is definable subset C; -acl(X) is the universe of some existentially closed submodel C.
With the help of the introduced definitions of Jonsson sets, we can transfer many properties for the Jonsson theories to Jonsson and algebraically Jonsson subsets of the semantic model.
We say that two Jonsson (algebraically) sets (equivalent, cosmetic, categorical), if there are, respectively, (Jonsson equivalent, kosemantic, categorical, syntactically similar, semantically similar, etc.) the models obtained by the corresponding closure of these sets. Consider, for example, kosemantic. Two Jonsson sets are cosemantic, if their respective closures are cosmetic, etc. The most invariant concept is the syntactic similarity of theories, since it preserves all the properties of the theories under consideration. For the case of Jonsson sets, we define the syntactic similarity as follows: two (algebraic) Jonnson sets are syntactically similar to each other if the elementary theories of their corresponding closures are syntactically similar. If ∀∃ is the consequences of these elementary theories will be given by the Jonsson theories, then in this case we can consider their Jonsson syntactic similarity, i.e. to the invariance of the semantic model, our definition is correct. In conclusion, we will make a far-reaching proposal.
In this article the new definitions, we set the task of considering and attempting to describe strongly minimal Jonsson sets.This, in turn, entails a whole series of new problem statements, for example, refinement of the Lachlan-Baldwin theorem in the framework of this novelty. And finaly we claim that for central-orbital types will be true all results from [6] 
